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Appl.No. : 10/606,708 

Applicant : Douglas M. Beall, et al. 

Filed : 6/26/02 

Title : Magnesium Aluminum Silicate Structures 
for DPF Applications 

TC/A.U. : 1724 

Examiner : Jason M. Greene 

Docket No. : SP02-146 



Commissioner for Patents 

P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 223134450 

Examiner Interview Summary 

Sir: 

In order to document the substance of the interview between the Examiner and the 
Applicant's Attorney, the following interview summary is provided. 



Participants: 

Examiner: 

Applicant's Representative: 
Type of Interview: 
Exhibit Shown or Demonstrated: 



Jason M Greene 
Randall Wayland 

Telephonic 

None 



Background: 

Examiner called Applicant's attorney on or about August 5, 2005 to discuss possible insertion 
of a limitation in claim 23 which would, in Examiner's opinion, place the case in a condition 
for allowance. Applicant's attorney called Examiner on August 24, 2005 to discuss the 
amendment 

Rejections Discussed: 

(1) The rejection of claim 23 based on obviousness under 103(a) over US 6,087,281 
(Beall) in view of US 2002/000445 (Merkel) was discussed. 



Claims Discussed: 

(1) Claim 23 
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Appl.No.: 10/606,708 

File Date: 6/26/2003 

Examiner Interview Summary: 8/24/05 

Prior Art References Discussed: 

(1) US 2002/0004445 

(2) US 6,087,281 

Substance of Interview: 

Examiner had put forth that if Applicant was willing to add to claim 23 the limitation 
that the "median pore diameter, d50, is less than 1 5" that claim 23 would be allowable. In 
particular, Examiner expressed the opinion that US 2002/000445 (Beall) taught the use of 
magnesium oxide a$ a batch material and referred to Table A, Examiner indicated that he 
believed that Beall taught the equivalency of talc and MgO. 

Applicant's attorney pointed out that Beall did not teach or suggest that MgO should 
be used at all. Instead all examples in Beall refer to the use of talc in stead of MgO, AH 
discussion in Beall refers to talc. Nowhere in Beall does it teach or suggest that MgO should 
be used in pl ace of talc. Applicants pointed out that Table A was simply a table of Raw 
Material Properties. Applicants attorney further pointed out that at best, this was an 
obviousness to try situation, with no assurance that the claimed properties of low dfactor, low 
soot permeability, and low CTE would obtain. Quite simply, there is no concomitant 
suggestion in the art that would motivate one of ordinary skill in the art to modify US 
6,087,281 to arrive at the invention claimed in claim 23. Examiner should note that in order 
to sustain an obviousness rejection, the suggestion must be "clear and particular." No such 
clear and particular suggestion is found in Beall. 

Please direct any questions or comments to Randall S. Wayland at 607-974-0463. 
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